
Vaughn, Lorena 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Nann, Barbara 
Monday, July 10, 2017 2:40PM 
Vaughn, Lorena 

Subject: FW: AR RH [FOIA Request EPA-R6-2017 -008762] 
Attachments: Arkansas Regional Haze Reconsideration Letters April2017 (002).pdf; ATT00001.htm; 

Arkansas Regional Haze Stay (002).pdf; A TT00002.htm 

From: Payne, James 
Sent: Wednesday, April19, 2017 2:54PM 
To: Smith, Suzanne <Smith.Suzanne@epa.gov>; Nann, Barbara <nann.barbara@epa.gov>; Watson, Lucinda 
<Watson.Lucinda@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: AR RH 

Wren sent this to Bumpers and Spencer and I sent this to Julie Chapman. 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Coleman, Sam" <Coleman.Sam@epa.gov> 
To: 11 Stenger1 Wrenn <stenger.wren@epa.gov>, 11 Payne, James 11 <payne.james@epa.gov> 

Cc: "Gray, David" <gray.david@epa.gov> 
Subject: AR RH 

Please share the attached documents with the appropriate people. 
Samuel Coleman, P.E. 
Deputy Regional Administrator 

EPA Region 6 
coleman.sam@epa.gov 

214.665.2100 Ole 
214.665.3110 Direct 
214.789.2016 Cell 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

Mr. Nicholas Jacob Bronni 
Ms . .Iamie L.c,igh Ewing 
Counsel I(Jr the State ol' Arkansas 
Arkansas Attorney licncral's Ol'licc 
200 C:atkll-Pricn Building 
32~ C 'etHer Street 
l.illk Rock. Arkansas 72201 

April 14. 2017 

TH!.: AOMINISlHATOR 

RE: Convening a Proceeding i(Jr Reconsideration of Final Rule. "Promulgation of Air Quality 
lmplemcnlatinnl'lans: State of Arkansas: Regional I laze and Interstate Visibility Tnmsporl 
Federal Implementation Plan." published September 7. 2016. XI Feel. Reg. 66332 

llcar ~'lr. 13ronni and Ms. Ewing: 

The lJ.S. linvironmentnl Protection Agency ("we" m "the EPA") has considered the 
petitions l(>r rccnnsideration or the above-captioned rule. which is wmmonly known as the 
"Arkansas Regional Haze Fll'." The petitions were submitted on behalf' or the Arkansas 
Department or Environmental Quality (ADEQ). Entcrgy (Entergy Arkansas Inc .. Entcrgy 
Mississippi Inc. and Fntcrgy Power I.IT). Arkansas Electric Cooperntive Corporation (f\ECC) 
and Lncrgy Environmental Alliance or Arkansas (EEAA) pursuant to section 307(d)(7)(1>) ot' the 
Clean i\ir ;\et (C;\;\) and section 705 of the Administrative Procedure Act. 

\Ve lind that the petitions have rniscd nne or more objections to the Arkansas Regional 
I laze FIP thai arose after the comment period or were impracticable to raise during the comment 
period and that arc or central relevance to the rule Ull(kr 307(d)(7)(B) of the Ci\A. Thus. by this 
letter, we arc convening a proceeding !'or reconsideration of the compliance dates Cor the NO\ 
emission limits i(Jr Flint Creek Unit I. White BluiHJnits I and 2 and Independence 1 Jnits I and 2. 
nnd of the low-loml NOx limits applicable lu White LlluiTUnits I and 2 and Independence Units I 
and 2 during periods of operation at less than 50 percent ofthc unit's maximum heat input rating. 
Further. based on statements by l'ntergy regarding the limited future operations or White l~lui'L 

the 101' 1\ also grants reconsideration oi' the S02 emission limits l\1r Units I and 2 at the lhcility. 
The F Pi\ did not speci lie ally req ucsl comment on the I S-mnnth cnmpl iance dates l(>r N 0 x cnnt rols 
or the spceilie low-load NOx limit in the FIP. and reconsideration will allow l(>r additional public 
comment on these issues. In addition. new ini(mnation clarilicd the intent oi' Entcrgy's comments 
regarding future operations at White lllul'f and indicated that reconsideration of' the S02 llART 
emission limits based on a shorter remaining uscl\tl Iii\: is warranted. Finally. as II'C arc 
reconsidering the compliance dates l\1r the NO, emission limits at Independence. we also arc 
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reconsidering the compliance dates liw the S02 emission limits for lndcpcndcnee Units I nnd 2 to 
ensure that the schedule for compliance li11· these emission limits is coordinated. 

We will prepare a notice of proposed rulcmaking that will provide i\Dl'Q. Entergy, AECC. 
EEAA and the public an opportunity to comment on the issues identillcd above as well as any 
other matter 1vc believe will bene lit Ji'cm1 additional comment. We appreciate your input and your 
interest in this matter. The EPA is not at this time taking action on the remaining issues in the 
petitions Jill· reconsideration of the Arkansas FIP. We also nole that a decision to reconsider 
clements of a rule begins a process that will provide an opportunity fix comment on the issues 
under reconsideration. ;\t a later time. we will publish a Federal Register notice seeking comment 
on the issues under reconsideration. The decision to reconsider a rule is not a determination of the 
merits of issues raised in a petition J(w reconsideration. 

I r you have any questions on this action, please contact Barbara Nann in the Oflice of 
Regional Counsel. Region 6, at (214) 665-2157 or by email at nann.barbara@epa.gov. Please 
direct any communications regarding the litigntion or any issues under discussion related to the 
litigation to Samara Spence. U.S. Dcpartmc•nt oLlusticc counsel. nt (202) 514-2285. 

Respcctltilly yours. 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

Mr. William !vi. llumpers 
!vis. Debra .1. .kzouit 
Ms. Allison Watkins Mallick 
Counsd for Enlcrgy 
llakcr Bolls LLI' 
12'!9 Pennsylvania A venue, N W 
Washingtc>n. D.C. 20004 

April 14.2017 

I HE ADMfN!STFlATOil 

RF: Convening a Proceeding !'or Reconsideration or Final Rule. ··J>romulgntion or Air Quality 
Implementation Plans: State ol'i\rkansas: Regional I laze and Interstate Visibility Transport 
Fcdcrallmplcmcntationl'lan." published September 7. 2016, 81 Fed. Reg. 66332 

Dear Mr. Bumpers. Ms .. kwuit and IV!s. Mallick: 

The U.S. l:nvironmcntal Protection Agency ("we" or "the EPA") has considered the 
petitions i(>r reconsideration ol' the above-captioned rule, which is commonly known as the 
"i\rkansas Regional Haze Fll'." The petitions were submitted on behalf ol' the Arkansas 
Department or Environmentnl <)unlity (ADEQ). Entcrgy (Entcrgy Arkansas Inc .. Fntcrgy 
Mississippi Inc. and Entergy Power LLC), Arkansas Eledrk Cooperative Corporation (;\ECC) 
and Energy Environmental Alliance of Arkansas (EEAA) pursuant to scctinn 307(d)(7)(Ll) or the 
Clean Air Act (Ct\i\) and section 705 or the Administrative Procedure ;\ct. 

We llnd that the petitions have raised one or more nbjcctions to the Arkansas Rcginnal 
I laze FIP that arose alter the comment period or were impracticable to raise during the comment 
pniod amllhat arc or ccntrnl relevance to the ruk under 307(d)(7)(B) or the CAA. Thus. by this 
lcllcr. we arc convening a proceeding l(>r reconsideration or the compliance dates li1r the NUx 
emission limits 1()1' Flint Creek Unit I. White 13lu1T Units I and 2 and Independence Units I and 2. 
and or the low-lnad NOx limits applicable to White lllull'Units I and 2 and Independence Units I 
and 2 during periods ol' operation at less than 50 percent of the unit's maximum heal input rating. 
Further. based on statements by Entergy regarding the limited 1\Jture operations of White BluiT. 
the EPA also grants reconsideration or the so, emission limits lor Units I and 2 at the facility. 
The EPA did not specilically request comment on the I X-monlh compliance dates for NOx controls 
or the specilic low-load NO, limit in the I'll', and reconsideration will allow l(ll' additional public 
comment on these issues. In addition, new inlimnation clari lied the i nlcnl of' Entcrgy's comments 
regarding llitlll'e nperations al White LlluiT and indicated that reconsideration of' the S<h 131\RT 
emission limits based on a shorter remaining useful lil'e is warranted. Finally. as we arc 
reconsidering the clllnpliancc dates l(>r the NOx emission limits at Independence. we also arc 
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reconsidering the compliance dates I'm the SO, emission limits l(>r lnclcpcndcncc Units I and 2 to 
ensure that the schedule ltll' compliance ll>r these emission limits is coordinated. 

We will prepare a notice ol'proposccl rulemaking that 1vill provide ADEQ, l'ntergy. AECC. 
I'I'AA and the public an opportunity to comment on the issues identilicd above as well as any 
other matter we believe will bcncl1t IJ·om additional comment. We appreciate your input and your 
interest in this matter. The EP ;\ is not at this time taking action on the remaining issues in the 
petitions l(>r reconsideration or the Arkansas Fll'. We also note that a decision to reconsider 
clements or a rule begins a process that will provide an opportunity for comment on the issues 
under reconsideration. i\t a later time, we will publish a Federal Register notice seeking comment 
on the issues under reconsideration. The decision to reconsider a rule is not a determination ol'thc 
merits ol'issucs raised in a petition for rccnnsidcnllinn. 

I I' you have any questions on this action, please contact 13arbara Nann in the Orlicc or 
Regional Counsel. Region 6, at (214) 665-2157 or by email at nann.barbara@cpa.gov. Please 
direct any communications regarding the litigation or any issues under discussion related to the 
litigation to Samara Spence, U.S. Department of Justice counsel. at (202) 514-2285. 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

Aprill4. 2017 

\•I s . .lenni l(?r L. Loiacano 
Counsel ll1r Arkansas l:lectril: Cooperative Corporation 
P.O. Box 19420X 
Lillie Rock. Arkansas 72219-4208 

1 HE ADM!N!STHA TOH 

RF: Convening a Proceeding !'or Reconsideration or Final Rule, "Promulgation or Air Quality 
Implementation Plans: Stutc or 1\rkansas: Rcgionalllazc and Interstate Visibility Transport 
Fcdcrallmplementalion Plan.·· published September 7, 2016. 81 Feel. Reg. 66332 

Dear i'vls. Loiacann: 

The l !.S. Envirunmental Protection Agency ("we" or "the EPA") has ennsiclerecl the 
petitions !ell' reccmsicb·<llion or the nbovc-captionccl rule. which is comnH>nly known as the 
"Arkansas Regional Haze FIP." The petitions were submitted on behalf or the Arkansas 
Department oi' Environmental Quality tADI'Q). Entergy iEntergy Arkansas Inc .. Entcrgy 
tvlississippi Inc. and Entcrgy Power LLC). Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corpornlion (i\ECC) 
and Energy l'nvimnmcntal Alliance or i\rkansus (EEAA) pursuant to section 307(cl)(7)(13) ol'the 
Clean Air Act (CAA) and section 705 or the Administralivc l'roceclurc Act. 

We lind that the petitions have raised one or more objections to the Arkansus Regional 
I laze FIP that arose ai'lcr the comment period or were imprnclicabk to raise during the comment 
period ,llld that arc of central relevance lu the rule under 307(cl)(7)(13) or the CAA. Thus. by this 
letter. we arc convening a proceeding lt>r reconsideration or the compliance elates ror the NO, 
emission limits !()]'Flint Creek lJnil I. White lllui'J' Units I and 2 and lnclepcnclcncc Units I and 2. 
and or the low-load NOx limits applicable to White BluiT Units I and 2 and Independence Units I 
ancl2 during periods or opcrntion al less than 50 percent of the unit's maximum heal input rating. 
Further. based on s1aten1cnts by Entcrgy regnrding the limited future operations of White l3lui'L 
the FPA also grants reconsideration of the SO, emission limits fi.ll' Units I ami 2 allhc lcreility. 
TheEl';\ did not spcci lically request comment on the 18-monlh compliance dates !'or NOx controls 
or the spccilic low-load NOx limit in the I'll'. anclreconsidcrntion will allow 1\)r additional public 
comment on these issues. In aclclition. new ini()}'mation clarified the intent of J:;ntcrgy's comments 
regarding llilure operations at While Blurr and indicated that reconsideration or the so, BART 
emission limits based on a shorter remaining useful life is warranted. Finally. as we nrc 

reconsidering the compliance elates lor the NOx emission limits al lnclepenclence, we also are 
reconsidering the compliance dates !'or the SO, emission limits I(Jr lnclepcnclcncc lJnits I and 2 to 
ensure that the schcduk· Cor compliance J'or these emission limits is coordinated. 
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We will prepare a notice of proposed rulcmaking that will provide ADEQ, L'ntcrgy, AECC, 
EE;\;\ and the public an opportunity to comment on the issues identified above as well as any 
other matter we believe will bene lit fi·om additional comment. We appreciate your input and your 
interest in this matter. The El' A is not at this time taking action on the remaining issues in the 
petitions l(,r reconsideration of the Arkansas FIP. We also note that a decision to reconsider 
dements or a rule hegins a process that will provide an opportunity Ji1r comment on the issues 
under reconsideration. At a later time. we will publish n Federal Register notice seeking comment 
on the issues tllHkr reconsideration. The decision to reconsider a rule is not a determination ol'the 
merits of issues raised in a petition !'or reconsideration. 

If you have any questions on this action, please contact Barham Nann in the Oi"licc or 
Regional CounseL Region 6. at (214) 665-2157 or by email at nann.barbaraia)epa.gov. Please 
direct any communications regarding the litigation or any issues under discussion related to the 
litigation to Samara Spence. IJ.S. Department ol'.lustice counseL at (202) 514-2285. 

Rcspcctltd I y vow·s. 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

April 14.2017 

Mr. Chad L.. Wood 
Counscllc11· Energy Environmental Allianct· oJ' 1\rkansas 
I'I'GMR l.aw PLLC 
I 0 I Morgan Keegan Drive, Suite A 
Little Rock. Arkansas 72202 

THE ADM!NISTHAfOH 

RE: Convening a Proceeding !'or Reconsiderution oJ' l'inal Rule. "Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans: State ofi\rbnsas: Regional Haze and Interstate Visibility Tmnsport 
l'ederallmplementation Plan." published September 7. 2016, XI Fed. Reg. 66:l.\2 

Dear Mr. Wood: 

The U.S. Environmental l'rotcction Agency (''We" or "the EPA'') has considcrl'd th<: 
petitions I(Jr reconsideration oJ' the above-captioned rule. which is commonly known as the 
"Arkansas Regional I laze FIP." The petitions were submittt•d on behalf or the Arkansas 
Department oi' Environmental Quality (1\DI:Q), Entcrgy (Eillergy ;\rkansas Inc .. Entcrgy 
Mississippi Inc. and Entergy Power LLC). Arkansas l'lectric Cooperative Corporation (1\ECC) 
and Energy Environmental Alliance of Arkansas (EEt\A) pursuant to section 307(cl)(7)(13) of the 
Clean Air Act (Ci\1\) and section 705 oi'thc Administrative Procedure Act. 

We lind that the petitions have raised one or more objections to the Arkansas Regional 
Haze FIP that arose after the <.:ommcnt period or were impracticable to raise during the comment 

period and that are or central relevance to the rule under 307(cl)(7)(B) ol'lhc CAA. Thus. by this 
letter. we arc convening a proceeding for reconsideration or the compliance dates for the NOx 
cmissinnlimits I(H· Flint Creek Unit 1, White BluiTUnits 1 ancl2 and Indcpcndcnec Units I and 2. 
and of the low-load NOx limits applicable to White BluiTUnits I and 2 and Indepenclencc Units I 
and 2 during periods or operation at less than 50 percent ol'thc unit's maximum heat input mting. 
Further. based on statements by Lntcrgy regarding the limited lttturc operations or White BlutT. 
the !,'!';\also grants reconsideration of the so, emission limits Cor Units 1 and 2 at the facility. 
The EPA did not spcci Iically request conuncnt on the 18-month compliance dates for NOx controls 
or the SJll'cilic low-load NOx limit in the Fll'. and reconsideration will allow !'or additional public 
comment on these issues. In addition. new inl(mnation clarified the intent or Entergy's comments 
regarding ltllure operations at White Blul'l' and indicated that reconsideration of the S02 BART 
emission limits bused on a shorter remaining usclttl life is warranted. Finally. as we arc 
reconsidering the compliance dates I(Jr the NOx emission limits at lmlcpcndcnee. we also arc 
reconsidering the compliance dates l<>r the S02 emission limits f'or Independence Units I and 2 to 
ensure that the schedule I(Jr compliance l(ll· these emission limits is coordinated. 
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We will prepare a notice of proposed rulemaking that will provide ADEQ, Entergy, AECC. 
EE/\1\ and the public an opportunity to comment on the issues idcntilicd above as well as any 
other maHer we believe will benefit from additional eommenL We appreciate your input and your 
interest in this matter, The EPA is not at this time taking action on the remaining issues in the 
petitions lor reconsideration of the Arkansas FIP. We also note that a decision to reconsider 
clements of a rule begins a process that will provide an opportunity for comment on the issues 
under reconsideration. At a later time, we will publish a Federal Register notice seeking comment 
on the issues under reconsideration. The decision to reconsider a rule is not a determination of the 
merits ol' issues raised in a petition l(,r rccnnsidcratiotL 

If you have any questions on this action, please contact Barbara Nann in the Office of 
Regional CounseL Region 6. at (214) 665-2157 or by email at nann.barbara@cpa.gov. Please 
direct any communications regarding the litigation or any issues under discussion related lo the 
litigation to Samarn Spence. li.S. Department oLlustice counseL at (202) S 14·2285. 



ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 

I EPA-R06-0A R-20 15-0 189; FRL-______ _ 

6560-50-p 

Promulgation of Air Quality Implementation Plans; State of Al'lutnsas; Regional Haze and 

Interstate Visibility Transport Federal Implementation Plan; Partial Stay 

;\(_;ENCY: l:nvironmcnlal Protection Agency (EPA). 

ACT I ON: Partial stay of effectiveness of !Ina I rule. 

SUMMARY: 13y a letter dated April xx, 2017, EPA announced the convening of a proceeding 

for reconsideration of certain requirements in the final rule promulgating a Federal 

lmplemcntntion Plnn (FIP) lor the State of Arkansas addressing rcgionnl haze and interstate 

visibility transport under the Federal Clean Air Act (the Act, or CAA). The rule was published in 

the Federal Register on September 27. 2016. Touay, EPA is administratively staying tor 90 clays 

the ciTectivcncss of the rule requirements that arc under reconsideration. Tl1c EPA is adding 

language to the Code oi' Federal Regulations (CFR) to rencct this stay. 

DATES: The ciTcctivcness or 40 CFR 52.173 (c)(7) and (c)(25) relating to the compliance dates 

fi:>r the NOx emission limits i(>r Flint Creek Unit I, White 131uiT Units I and 2. and Jndcpcndcncc 

Units I and 2. as well as the compliance dates lor the SCh emission limits for White 131uJT Units 

I and 2 and Independence Units I and 2. arc stayed from I INSERT DATE OF 

PUBLICATION IN THE FIWERAL RIWISTERI until I INSERT DATE 90 DAYS AFTim 

DATE OF PUBLICATION IN THE FEDERAL REGISTER!. 
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ADIHU:ssr~S: TheEl';\ has established a docket !(Jr this reconsideration proceeding under 

Docket ID No. EP ;\-Ril6-0AR-20 l.'i-0 I 89. /\II documents in tlte docket arc available 

clcctmnically at hllp:.''l\'ll'll'.r<'gulaliolls.gm• and in hard copy at EPA Region 6, 1445 Ross 

Avenue. Suite 700, Dallas. TX. 75202-27.13. To inspect the hard copy materials. please schedule 

an appointmclll during normal business hours with the contact listed in the FOR FURTHER 

INFORMATION CONTACT section. i\ reasonable lee may be charged !iJr copies. 

FOR FlllnHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Barbara Nann, (214) 665-2157; 

SUPPLEM!<:NTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Backgmund 

On September 27.2016. El'i\ (''we'') published a rule titled "Promulgation ofi\ir Quality 

Implementation Plans: Stale of Arkansas: Regional! faze and Interstate Visibility Transport 

Federal Implementation Plan" (Arkansas Regional !-laze FIP or Fl f') addressing certain 

requirements of the Regional I laze Rule at 40 CFR 5 I .308 and the Ci\A regarding interference 

with other stnles' programs 1(11' visibility protection (interstate visibility transport) triggered by 

the issunnce of the 1997 ozone Nnlionnl Ambient Air Quality Stnndards (N;\;\QS) and the 1997 

line particulate matter (I'Mc;) NAAQS. 1 

The Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) submitted a pelitinn to the 

1'1'1\ dated November 22,2016, seeking reconsideration and an administrative slay ofspccilic 

pnrtions of' the final Arkansas Regional I laze FIP pursuant to section 307(d)(7)(B) of the CJ\A 

1 ~ l Fl{ 66.\3:!: st •e olso 81 FR 6lU 19 (Oclnhcr •L 20 16) ( COI'I'C't'l ion). 
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and section 705 of the Administrative Procedure Act (A!' A). Similar petitions were submitted by 

Entergy Arkansas Inc .. Entergy iVIississippi Inc., and Entergy Power LLC (collectively Entcrgy) 

and the Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation (AECC), owners of Flint Creek, White nlull: 

and lnclcpemlencc lttcilities and the Energy Environmental Alliance of Arkansas (EEAA). Under 

sccti<m ]07(d)(7)(13) of the CAA. the Administrator shall commence a reconsideration 

proceeding if: in the Administrator's judgment. the petitioner raises an objection to a rule that 

was impracticable to raise during the comment period or i r the grounds li1r the objection arose 

al\cr the comment period but within the period !'or judicial review. In either case, the 

Administrator must also conclude that the objection is of' central relevance to the outcome or the 

rule. The Administrator may stay the el'i'ectivcncss of' the rule l'l1r up to 90 days during such 

reconsideration. 

In a letter dated ;\pril x, 2017, EPA announced the convening of' a proceeding liw 

reconsideration under section J07(d)(7)(1l) oi'thc compliance dates for the NOx emission limits 

for Flint Creek Unit I. White Bluff Units I and 2. and lndcpendcncc Units I and 2. l'urthcr. 

based on statements by Jontcrgy regarding the limited future opcrJtions of White Bluff, the EP i\ 

also detcnnincd to grant reconsideration of the SCh emission limits lor Units I and 2 at the 

li1cility. We granted reconsideration of' these provisions of the FIP because the grounds for 

Petitioners' objections arose alter the close of the comment period and arc of central relevance to 

the outcome of the llnal rule pursuant to Clean i\ir i\ct section 307(d)(7)(B). The EPA did not 

specilkally request comment on the I g-month compliance dates ltll' NOx controls in the FIP, and 

reconsideration will allow for additional public comment on these issues, In addition, new 

inl(mnation clarillcd the intent or l'ntcrgy's comments regarding lttture operations at White 

Blul'i' and indicated that reconsideration ol' the SO, best available retrofit t~chnology (13!\RT) 
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emission limits based on a shorter remaining uscltil lilt: is warranted. Finally. as we arc 

reconsidering the compliance dates l(,r the NOx emission limits at Independence. we arc also 

reconsidering the compliance dates ll1r the SO, emission limits fix Independence Units I and 2 

to ensure that the schedule I(H· compliance lr1r these emission limits is coordinated. TheEl';\ did 

not take action on the remaining issues in the petitions l(w reconsideration ol· the Arkansas FIP. 

t\ copy or this lcllcr is included in the docket. Docket lD No. EPA-R06-0t\R-20 15-0189. 

We will prepare a notice or proposed rulcmaking that will provide ADEQ. Enlcrgy. 

;\f'CC. EEJ\/\ and the public an opportunity to comment on the issues idcntilicd above as well 

as any other maltcr wc believe will benefit lhJJn aduitional comment. 

II. Partial Stay of Certain Provisions of the Fll' 

The EPA hereby issues a 90 day stay ll·om !INSERT DATI•: OF PliBLICATIONJ of 

th~ ciT~~livencss of 40 CfR 52.173(c)(7) and 52.173(~)(25) with regards to the compliance dates 

l(lr the NOx emission limits l<x Flint Creek Unit I. While BluiTUnits I ancl2. and Independence 

Units I anc12. and the compliance dates lt11' the S02 emission limits lor White BluiT!Jnils I and 

2 and Independence Units I and 2. We arc amending the Code (1f Federal Regulations to rellc~t 

this stay. This slay docs not apply to any other provisions or the rule. If the EPA is unable to 

complete linal action on reconsideration prior lo the conclusion of this stay. we will consider 

granting a 1\rrthcr slay or the rule. This stay, however. docs not alter or extend the ultimate 

compliance timcli·ames set out in the linal Fll'. The EPA intends to propose a ruture rulcmaking 

to extend the deadlines lo account l(w the period of the stay or to account ltJI' another alternative 

proposal. 



Promulgation of Air Quality Implementation !'Inns; Stntc of Arkansns; Regional Haze and 

Interstate Visibility Tnmsport Federal Implementation !'Inn; Pnrtial Stay 

Page 5 of 6 

List of Sub.iQ.~1'LUL40 C:FR Part 52 

Environmental protection, Air pollution control. Best available rctrol!t technology. 

Incorporation by rclcrcncc, Intergovernmental relations. Interstate transport of pollution. 

Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone, Particulate mailer. Regional haze. Reporting and rccordkccping 

requirements. Sulfur dioxides, Visibility. 

Dated: APR 1 7 2017 

F. Scoll Pruitt. 

Administrator. 



Titk 40. chapter I. of the Code of Federal Regulations is amended as I(JIIows: 

PART 52- APPROVAL AND PROIVHJLGATION OF IMPLEMI<:NTATION PLANS 

I. The authority citation l<.1r part 52 continues to read as 1(1llows: 

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 <'I SCif. 

Subpart E--Arkansas 

2. Amend~ 52.173 by adding paragraph (c) to read as I(JIIows: 

§52.1 7:'> Visibility pt·otcction. 

* * * 

(e) Paragraphs (c)(7) and (c)(25) of this section relating to the compliance dates I(Jr the NOx 

emission limits l(w Flint Creek Unit I. vVhite Bluff Units I and 2. and Independence Units I and 

2. as well as the compliance dates lor the S02 emission limits for White Bluff Units I and 2 and 

Independence Units 1 and 2. arc stayed from I INSERT DATE OF FI<:DERAL REGISTER 

PlJBLICATIONiuntiiiiNSimT DATE 90 DAYS AFTER FEDERAL RI~GISTlm 

PUBLICATION I. when the stay will automatically terminate. 


